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the Chinese, and the cannon they made use of in the Middle Ages. The accounts Visdelou gives of the Yuen or Mongol dynasty occupy only one page. The Manchus are treated of in six pages.
The third part contains a dissertation on the term Elian.
The fourth part (thirty pages) has further explanations of names and countries, places and nations, of Central and Eastern Asia occurring in the writings of the Mohammedans, viz, Cara-Wiotan, Kliotan, Aigur (Uigur), Eotom, Turk, Ungt Cathay, Tatar, Mogol and others. Finally, Visdelou gives a short account of the reigns of the first live Mongol emperors.
The fifth part, pp. 165-190, is a learned treatise on the famous Nestorian tablet at Si an fu,
I ought not to omit from my bibliographical notices an extensive work on the history of Asiatic nations, written in the last century by a French orientalist of great repute. It cannot be denied that J". DC Ctmgnes in his " Histoire des Huns> Furcs, Mogols et autres Tartares occidentaux," published in Paris, 1756-58, in five volumes, has contributed a great amount of new information, drawn from Mohammedan, Chinese, and other sources; but the competent reader will admit, I think, that the vast material brought together has been badly worked up by the author, who in his conclusions and identifications draws too much on his imagination, and seldom deems it necessary to give any evidence for the correctness of his views. In many cases it is impossible to decide who is responsible for any given account or opinion, whether it is De Guignes or the ancient author he quotes. Thus his researches on Asiatic history have but little claim to be considered scientific investigations, It may be said that he has rather spread confusion than shed light. Even the title of his work implies an error, for he identifies the Huns, who first appeared in history about A.D. 375, with the Hiung-nu, a people